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Case called on.

Counsel Sri Abhishek Shukla on behalf of appellant, and Sri Vijay Prasad, respondent
alongwith his counsel Sri Gautam Johari appeared.

Respondent submitted that till date he has not got possession of the flat in question hence he
is bound to live in rental house. He further submitted that apart from this he is also paying
EMI to the Bank.

Counsel for the appellant submitted that it is admitted fact that principle amount has been
paid to the appellant/builder-company but holding charge is due upon the respondent. When
it was asked from the counsel for the appellant that whether offer of possession was given to
the respondent after obtaining OC/CC, he failed to show any record before the Hon’ble
Tribunal. He drew our attention of towards the paper dated 24.08.2021 which is reminder for
payment of the rest amount but this paper cannot be a substitute of the offer of possession.

It is admitted by both the parties that interest of delay shall be applicable up to the date of
OC/CC, but issue of holding charges remain to be decided.

Counsel for the appellant is directed to show any record signifying the offer of possession in
true legal sense, if any, and copy of the same will be sent on the respective e-mail addresses
of the respondents and their counsel, before the date fixed. He is also directed to bring the
notice of this Tribunal that when the paper dated 24.08.2021 was sent to the respondents.

List this appeal on 19.09.2022 for further order.
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